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9a2. Misbranding of tea. VU. S. v. 150 Cartons, each containing 24 packages,
- 0f Tea. Consent decree of condemnation. Product ordered released
under bond for repacking. (F. D. C. No. 2528, Sample No. 159-E.)

These packages each contained a waxed paper bag of tea which occupied on
an average only 65 percent of the space in the package.

On August 12, 1940, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Georgia filed a libel against 150 cartons of tea at Griffin, Ga., alleging that the
article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about July 17, 1940,
by Carter, Macy Co., Inc.,, from New York, N. Y.; and charging that it was
misbranded in that its container was so made, formed, or filled as to be
misleading. The article was labeled in part: (Package) “Mayflower Brand Tea
* % * TPigtributed by H. V. Kell Company Wholesale Grocers Griffin, Ga.”

On September 7, 1940, the H. V. Kell Co., claimant, having admitted the allega-
tions of the libel, judgment of condemnation was entered and the product was
ordered released under bond conditioned that it should not be sold or disposed
of contrary to law. It was repacked as bulk tea and the containers were
destroyed.

953. Adulteration of erange juice. U. S, v, 300 Cases of Canned Orange Juice.
Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 2768.
Sample No. 33636-E.)

This product contained a relatwely large amount of dirt particles.

On September 9, 1940, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
New York filed a libel against 300 cases of orange juice at Brooklyn, N. Y.,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or
about May 20, 1940, by Apte Bros. from Tampa, Fla.; and charging that it was
adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy substance. The
article was labeled in part: (Cans) “Orange Juice Sweet Life * * * Dig-
tributed by Sweet Life Food Corp. Brooklyn, N. Y.”

On October 8, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

CEREAL PRODUCTS
FLOUR

Nos. 954 to 1008 report the seizure and disposition of flour which had
been shipped in interstate commerce and was in interstate commerce at the time
of examination and was found to be insect-infested at that time. When such
infestation took place was not determined.

954, Adulteration of flour. U. S. v. 666, 64, and 18 Bags of Flour. Consent
.decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 3230. Sample No.
20874—R.)

On or about October 21, 1940, the United States attorney for the Southern
Distriet of Georgia filed a libel against 748 bags of flour at Augusta, Ga., alleg-
ing that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
May 29 and June 27, 1940, by the Acme Mills from Hopkinsville, Ky.; and
charging that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a
filthy substance. It was labeled in part: “Vietory Fancy Patent Flour
Bleached.” ' _

On November 30, 1940, the Acme Mills having filed an answer averring that
the flour was good and merchantable when shipped in interstate commerce but
admitting that it had become unfit for human consumption by reason of becom-
ing infested with bugs, weevils, and worms, as the result of natural causes, and
having consented to the enfry of a decree, judgment of condemnation was
entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

955. Adulteration of flour. U. S. v. 101 Bags and 173 Bags of Flour. Consent
decrees of condemnation. Product ordered released under bond condi-
?10122(1 Etl)lat it be denatured. (F. D. C. Nos. 2831, 3044. 'Sample Nos. 11121-E,

On September 13 and 19, 1940, the United States attorney for the Southern

District of Texas filed libels agamst 274 bags of flour at Houston, Tex., alleg-

ing that the-article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about March

7 and about June 6, 1940, by the Alva Roller Mills from Alva, Okla.; and

charging that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole er in part of a

filthy substance. The article was labeled in part: “Honey Bee 1-G Flour”

or “Robust Hi Gluten Flour.”



